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In t roduc t ion  
Th i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s t a g e  of  t he  research  fits i n  a s e r i e s  of' 
l a r g e r  contexts :  it followed a ques t ionnai re  s e n t  t o  D e t r o i t  
building t r a d e  union l o c a l s ,  t r y i n g  t o  i d e n t i f y  the  l o c a t i o n  ( i n  
space, time and s p e c i a l t y )  of cons t ruc t ion  workers belonging t o  
a n  i d e n t i f i a b l e  e thn ic  group, and t h e  a n a l y s i s  of a s e r i e s  of 
in te rv iews  wi th  people a c t i v e  a t  some time of t h e i r  l i f e  i n  con- 
s t r u c t i o n ,  p a r t  of t h e  1970 D e t r o i t  Area Study (zxcess t o  t h e  . 
in te rv iews  was kindly made poss ib l e  by Professor  Robert Cole, and 
Ms, Andrea Foote i s  now providing more genera l  information on t h e  
DAS sample and t h e i r  work h i s t o r i e s ) .  
S t a t i s t i c a l  and b ib l iographic  ma te r i a l  on the  cons t ruc t ion  
indus t ry  and t h e  bu i ld ing  t r ades  was a l s o  gathered, as well as t h e  
opinions and suggest ions of a number of people i n  De t ro i t ,  w i t h  
t h e  aim t o  develop a r e sea rch  p l an  dea l ing  wi th  the  cons t ruc t ion  
indus t ry ,  i t s  dynamics and development, and i t s  r o l e  i n  t h e  process  
of change; t he  s tudy i n  D e t r o i t  i s  p a r a l l e l  t o  t h e  one made i n  Rome, 
and s p e c i f i c  s o c i o l o g i c a l  hypotheses a r e  t e s t e d  i n  both a r e a s  
The Rome study u t i l i z e d  data on cons t ruc t ion  workers (random 
socio-economic i n t e g r a t i o n  i n t o  urban l i f e  through t h e i r  work 
(mostly s ca rce ) ;  genera l  data on t h e  cons t ruc t ion  indus t ry  ind ica t ed  
economic reasons f o r  t h e  d i f f e rence  between f ind ings  of t h e  l a t e  
6 0 ' s  and t he  r e s u l t s  of a Study done i n  Mi lan  e a r l i e r  i n  t h e  decade 
t h a t  confirmed the  "two-step flow I '  hypothesis presented by Paolo 
Ammassari, r e l a t i v e  t o  a "stepping s tone"  r o l e  of cons t ruc t ion  
(along with o t h e r  urban non-manufacturing i n d u s t r i e s  ) i n  the  process 
of s e c t o r i a l  mobil i ty  from a g r i c u l t u r e  i n t o  manufacturing. T h i s  has 
been t r u e  i n  I t a l y  during c e r t a i n  s t ages  of i t s  recent  development, 
vhen the  rural-urba.n migration found cons t ruc t ion  as a n  open f i e l d  of 
a c t i v i t y  f o r  unsk i l l ed  hands;  technologica.1 change, economic cyc les ,  
demographic t rends  and o t h e r  f a c t o r s  (such as un ion iza t ion )  b r ing  
about d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n s ,  and a comparison w i t h  t he  United S t a t e s  
may help t o  c l a r i f y  the  inf luence  of each element i n  t he  p i c t u r e .  
sample from 1969 Cassa Edi le  books - Building S o c i a l  Secur i ty  
desc r ibe  t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n  i n  terms of background (mostly r u r a l  
It may be pos tu la ted  t h a t  the  U.S. i s  more advanced than Italy 
i n  terms of i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  urbaniza t ion ,  un ioniza t ion  and  tech-  
nology; w i t h i n  limits, t he  present  s i t u a t i o n  of one country r e f l e c t s  
t h a t  of t he  o t h e r  i n  a. d i f f e r e n t  per iod .  Attempting t o  f i n d  a popu- 
l a t i o n  i n  D e t r o i t  t h a t  could be compared w i t h  I t a l i a n  r u r a l  immigrants 
from t he  South, t he  f i r s t  ins tance  seemed t o  be of fe red  by Southern 
mig ran t s  from t he  r u r a l  states;  however, r a c i a l  problems (particularly 
acute in t h e  bu i ld ing  t r a d e s )  and the  s c a r c i t y  of Appalachians i n  
t he  indus t ry  suggested a. d i f f e r e n t  approach, namely immigrants from 
rural  I t a l y ,  t h a t  have entered the  f i e l d  of cons t ruc t ion  i n  apprec iab le  
numbers through t h e  years ,  and a.11ot.i some observat ion of mobi l i ty  
over  time and space. 
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The f i n a l  aim of the  s tudy i s  t o  con t r ibu te  t o  a larger  research 
not: being done (funds pe rmi t t i ng )  i n  I t a l y ,  concerned w i t h  occupa- 
t i o n a l  mobility as pa.rt of a more large process of soc i a l  mobil i ty ,  
wi th in  the frame of s o c i e t a l  cha.nge. 
1. Methodology: Descr ip t ion  of t he  Questionnaj r e  -
This  p a r t i c u l a r  sta*ge of t h e  r e s e a x h  f i t s  i n  a series of larger  
contexts . However, its r e s u l t s  may be observed independently, as 
examples of immigrants' c a r e e r s .  The f i r s t  part of  the ques t ionnai re  
inqu i r e s  about t he  respondentls o r i g i n s  i n  I t a l y ,  i n  terms of geographic 
and occupat ional  pos i t i on ;  t h e  f ami ly ' s  migration h i s t o r y  i s  observed 
next .  
family members who rnigraked t o  America r ep resen t  vazious s t e p s ,  o f t e n  
i n  a, process of i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  upvard mobil i ty  ( see  no tes  on 
responses ) . 
Dates and places  of immigraAAon a n d  successive occupations of 
The respondent 's  l i f e  h i s t o r y  (p lace  and  da t e  of b i r t h ,  p laces  
and dates of various jobs, with d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  k i n d  of occupat ion)  
comes next; as the  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  was d i rec t ed  t o  bu i ld ing  con t r ac to r s ,  
the following quest ions concern h i s  employees - cons t ruc t ion  workers - 
toho a.re of I t a l i am o r i g i n .  
The last p a r t  of t h e  ques t ionnai re  follows c l o s e l y  t h e  p a t t e r n  
used i n  a more extensive queStionnaire s e n t  t o  bui ld ing  t r a d e s  loca1s,  
a t tempting t o  t r a t e  t h e  geographic and  occupat ional  mobility of con- 
struction workers i n  the  D e t r o i t  a-rea.  Besides t h e i r  place of o r i g i n ,  
t h e  k i n d s  of' jobs done before  and a f t e r  work w i t h  t he  employer are  
asked  (with a s p e c i f i c  ques t ion  a.bout those who became con t r ac to r s  ), 
maps a r e  included t o  record  t h e i r  p laces  of res idence,  and t h e  age 
composition now and i n  1960 i s  o u t l i n e d .  
2 .  Finding t h e  Respondents: Channels and Sources 
Different viays t o  conta.ct respondents were t i - ied  a t  first, 
mostly through organizakional  groups, such a s  I .S .D . A .  ( I t a l i a n  Sons 
and Daughters of America) a n d  t h e  Cement Contractors  Associat ion,  
whose p re s iden t  i s  i n  cons t ruc t ion .  (Note: most o f  these  c o n t a c t s  
were poss ib l e  thanks  t o  suggest ions a n d  addresses given by Mr. and 
Mrs . Edward Baker, of "La Tribuna d e l  Popolo'!) 
However, even a f t e r  sending o f f i c i a l  reques t  l e t t e r s  and wai t ing  
for official meetings where t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  would be presented t o  
members and discussed,  no list of a.ddresses of poss ib l e  respondents 
resul ted,  a l though some of t h e  o f f i c e r s  conta t ted  showed g r e a t  v.d.11- 
ingness t o  he lp .  
source vas prefer red .  Af t e r  looking up a couple of na.mes suggested 
As t h e  ava i l a ,b l e  time was running out ,  a more d i r e c t  
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by a secretary o r  t r e a s u r e r  of a n  a s s o c i a t i o n ,  t h e  t e l e p h o n e  d i r e c -  
tories were s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  scanned i n  s e a r c h  of I t a l i a n  names under 
t h e  headings of B u i l d i n g  C o n t r a c t o r s ,  Cement C o n t r a c t o r s  and such,  
and a fairly large number were c o n t a c t e d .  
3 .  C o n t a c t i n g  t h e  Respondents 
The e x p e r i e n c e  of c a l l i n g  a t e l ephone  number appearing under  
an I t a l i a n  name, i d e n t i f y i n g  myself and asking p e r m i s s i o n  t o  send 
t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  - f o l l o w i n g  a r o u t i n e  devel@iped i n  o c c a s i o n  of 
t h e  p r e v i o u s  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  s e n t  t o  t h e  un ions  - proved q u i t e  i n t e r e s t -  
ing and somewhat v a r i e d .  
3.1 Obta in ing  Pe rmis s ion  from Offices 
I n  t h e  cases where t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  company had a n  o f f i c e  and 
a s e c r e t a r y ,  i t  was e a s y  t o  leave a message, and i n  most cases per- 
mis s ion  t o  send the ques t ionnaLre  was g iven  wi thou t  problems by the 
secretaries. I n  one c a s e ,  1 was t o l d  that t h e  name was actua. l ly  
Armenian, and spared t h e  embarrassment of s p e a k i n g  t o  a supposed 
c o m p a t r i o t  - only  t o  f i n d  o u t  my mista.ke. 
When t h e  head of t he  company was a v a i l a b l e  i n  the o f f i c e  t o  
speak t o  me, my br ief  explamat ion  was gene ra . l l y  s u f f i c i e n t ,  and 
p e r m i s s i o n  g r a n t e d .  Hotlever, some des i r ed  more c lear  d e s c r i p t i o n  
of t h e  s t u d y  and i t s  purposes, and one said t h a t  he was go ing  t o  
r e t i r e  and d i d  n o t  want t o  anst ier  my q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  
3.2 D i f f i c u l t i e s  and Familv Businesses 
R e f u s a l s ,  however, v e r e  n o t  numerous, and came more o f t e n  from 
small c o n t r a c t o r s .  
o v e r  t h e  voices of' t h e  r e s t  of t he  f a m i l y ,  wanted t o  make sure  there 
was no expense invo lved  - so  I had t o  e n c l o s e  s e l f - a d d r e s s e d  stamped 
enve lopes .  
Some husbands ca l l ed  t o  t h e  phone by t h e i r  wives,  
One of t h e  wives d e c i d e d  t o  g ive  me summary in fo rma t ion ,  and 
avo id  being s e n t  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  Another  asked  i n  which language 
i t  was w r i t t e n ,  because  h e r  husband could  not read E n g l i s h .  A t h i r d  
one engaged me i n  a s h o r t  and p l e a s a n t  c o n v e r s a t i o n  a b o u t  I t a l y .  I 
vias asked a few times where I am from, and tended  t o  be embarrassed 
a b o u t  my Northern  o r i g i n .  However, i n  t h e  case of the lady we were 
almost ne ighbors ,  and a n o t h e r  man was Piemontese - even f u r t h e r  n o r t h  
than myself.  
-4- 
4. Respondents' Language and Names:: Preserva t ion  of I d e n t i t y  
Very few people t a l k e d  t o  me Italian,  al though many had a 
strong accent  when speaking E n g l i s h .  Another l i n g u i s t i c  c u r i o s i t y  
vas t h e  spelling and t h e  pronounciation of names, mostly d i s t o r t e d  
in one way o r  t h e  o t h e r .  
name as t h e  Italian Fichera,  which it must have been originally ( i t  
i s  a common family name i n  S i c i l y ) ,  wh i l e  m y  pronouncia t ion  of 
Iafrate ha,d nothing t o  do w i t h  t h e  American s e c r e t a r y ' s  v e r s i o n .  
I n  most cases, however, even l o n g  and  d i f f i c u l t  names were l e f t  
i n t a c t  i n  t h e  telephone book. A couple o f  companies had chosen 
Italian t i t l e s  well known and easy t o  pronounce, o r  s e l ec t ed  some 
symbol from the  home town. 
For example, Mr. F i c a r r a  pronounced h i s  
Trus t ing  Nat Glazer  ls r epor t  of Blumls (now Broom?) book on 
Angl ic iza t ion  of names, I d i d  no t  e x p e c t  I t a l i an -Amer icans  t o  have 
done a great d e l  of t h a t ;  i t  would be i n t e r e s t i n g ,  however, t o  knot] 
i f  and hot.: many a l l - I ta l ian  companies have chosen t i t l e s  t h a t  do n o t  
explicitly i n d i c a t e  t h e i r  e t h n i c i t y .  
5. Changes Over Time and Space 
A s  t he  telephone calls were made from the  o f f i c e  of t h e  Inter- 
This allowed 
national Fellows i n  t he  Center f o r  Urban Studies, t he  d i r e c t o r y  I 
used was t h e  one available t h e r e  - 1970 Yellow Pages. 
me a n  unplanned extension of t h e  study of mob i l i t y .  Quite a few 
numbers had changed, some of them toge ther  w i t h  the address, by 
Spring of 1972. A few s t u b b o r n  "now answers" turned ou t  t o  be not 
e x i s t i n g  anymore i n  t he  1971 Yellow Pages - a p r a c t i c a l  demonstration 
of the  ease of e n t r y  and e x i t  i n  and  o u t  of t h e  indus t ry .  
In conjunction with an Urban Gzogrqhy  s tudy  of t h e  l o c a t i o n  
of establishments through time, I looked up the  I t a l i a n  names among 
contractors (both General and Concrete)  i n  t h e  classified telephone 
directories of 1926, 1936, 1945 and 1966, observing changes i n  numbers 
and l oca t ions .  It was i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  recognize the name o f  one of 
my respondents (born i n  I t a l y  i n  1913) 3,lreedy i n  1926. 
could be traced back t o  some o t h e r  yea r .  
Some o the r s  
5.1 City-Suburb D i s t r i b u t i o n  --I- 
A first observat ion of t h e i r  numbers and  addresses  shows a 
few interesting facts.  From 13 in 1926, I t a l i a n  con t r ac to r s  drop 
in numbers to 6 in 1936, and quintuplicate by 1945, w i t h  29, 7 of 
whom are outside Detroit ( 2  in A l l e n  Park,  2 i n  Dearborn, 1 each i n  
Hfghland Park, Redford and Center Line) .  
of Detroit was i n  Grosse Poin te .  
I n  1926 t h e  only one out 
I n  1936 t h e  only  one was in Dearborn.. 
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By 1966, t h e r e  were 57 I t a l i a n  con t r ac to r s ,  and 25 were outside 
In 1971, ou t  of 59 only  23 were i n  t h e  c i t y ,  while 36 were Detroit, 
i n  t h e  suburbs ( see  nap) . 
5.2 East Side - West Side D i s t r i b u t i o n  
The first observat ion made on the  maps conTerns the  d i f f e r e n t i a l  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  on t h e  East and West Sides  through time. 
f o r  city and suburbs show a fairly equal share  (except i n  1945), 
when E a s t  S ide  c i t y  r e s i d e n t s  outweigh West Side c i t y  and suburbs),  
but wiehin the city t he  East Side dominates until about 1970, and 
in the suburbs the reverse is t r u e  - only i n  1971 t h e  advantage of' 
t h e  West Side is minor. 
T o t a l  figures 
5.3 Ethnic map and I t a l i a n  Contractors  
A comparison w i t h  t he  D e t r o i t  area e t h n i c  map of 1971 shows a 
remarkable consis tency between E a s t  Side I t a l i a n  areas and contractorls 
addresses ,  but hardly any on the  West; the  Northwest i s  supposedly 
Black and Jewish, a l though i n  1971 Italian c o n t r a c t o r s  a r e  as numerous 
t h e r e  as i n  t he  t r a d i t i o n a l  E a s t  area. 
5.4 Socio-Economic Level map and I t a l i a n  Contractors  
Another i n t e r e s t i n g  comparison can be made w i t h  t h e  1960 Socio- 
Economic levels. On t h e  E a s t  Side,  I t a l ian  c o n t r a c t o r s  appear i n  
areas of "average" l e v e l ,  on t h e  West Side on t h e  "high" ones. I n  
both cases, however, these a r e a s  tend t o  be above the  l e v e l  of t he  
surrounding ones. 
5.5 Conclusions about Mobility of I ta l ian Contractors  i n  the 
D e t r o i t  Area 
A t e n t a t i v e  conclusion may be drawn from t h i s  broad and somewhat 
sketchy p ic ture  of t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  in time and space.  
scatter of  t h e  20% and t h e  s c a r c i t y  of t h e  30% a more c o n s i s t e n t  
pa t t e rn  emerges after t he  War. 
de tec t  two groupings, moving i n  oppos i te  d i r e c t i o n s  through time, 
and s e t t i n g  t h e  stage f o r  t he  1971 distribution. Today, as already 
observed, most c o n t r a c t o r s  are loca ted  i n  t he  suburbs. From the  
city's East Side,  t h e  migrat ion outward has reached the neighboring 
municipalities, while  in t h e  West an already suburban distribution 
has gone f u r t h e r  ou t .  
From t he  
Espec ia l ly  in 1945 and 1966, one may 
This consistency i n  p a t t e r n  agrees with D r .  Leonard MOSS'S 
description of' t h e  outward moves o f  e t h n i c  groups i n  t h e  Detroit area, 
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going away from t he  center and remain ing  on t h e  side chosen at t h e  
start. Apparently, East and West even have some differences in 
accent and pronounciation. 
There are individual examples of mobility: from St. Aubin t o  
Kercheval, t o  Harvard t o  Harper, from Traverse t o  Rogge t o  Ste r l ing  
Heights, from East Seven Mile t o  East Detroit, from Manning ko 
Rosevi l le .  
(suburb) - but it appears as an  exception, There is one cross  move - from Beaufait t o  Southfield 
6 Synthesis of Questionnaire Responses 
6-1 Family H i s t o r y  of C o n t r a c t o r s  of I t a l i a n  Origin (from 
Chronology of  Geographic and Occupa t iona l  Mobi l i t y  of q u e s t i o n n a i r e  r e s p o n s e s ) .  Family Members and Respondents. 
Place o f  O r i g i n  Work 
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  Farm 
Northern I t a l y  Farm 
Immigrat ion t o  U.S. 
1895 i n  Pennsylvania  
Work i n  U.S. R e  l a  t i v e  











1900 N,Y, - Montana - 
C a l i f o r n i a  - D e t r o i t  R a i l r o a d ,  miner, F a t h e r  machine o p e r a t o r  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  Farm 1902 Pennsylvania  - 
1912 D e t r o i t  
Ford Father 
C e n t r a l -  South Farm 1902 t o  D e t r o i t  
1903 t o  D e t r o i t  
G-randf athe r 
C o n s t r u c t i o n  Father & Uncles 
Nor thern  I t a l y  
( L i g u r i a )  
1905-1920 t o  D e t r o i t  R e s t a u r a n t  Grandparents 
S i c i l y  1906 t o  D e t r o i t  
1907 t o  D e t r o i t  
Cons t r  , 
& Farm 
R , R e ,  S tove  Fac . Grandfathers 
Grandmothers 
? ? 1907 t o  C a l i f o r n i a  Mother 
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  Farm 1911 t o  N , J .  and 
D e t r o i t  
C o n s t r u c t i o n  F a t h e r  
1914 t o  D e t r o i t  S i c i l y  Herd & 
Farm 
Foundry, Grocery Father  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  1916 i n  Pennsylvania  
& D e t r o i t  
Cons t r  Fac to ry  i n  
D e t r o i t  - 3 y r s ,  F a t h e r  4 
Central Italy 
C e n t r a l  Italy 
Central I t a l y  
1916 t o  Det ro i t  - Mother, ,Brother +9 
Farm 
Farm 
1921 to New York Railroad Uncle 13 
Construction Father 13 1925 t o  New York 
& Detroit 
P l a c e  of Origin - Work Immigrat ion t o  U.S. 
? 1925 t o  D e t r o i t  

















Work i n  U . S .  Re la t i v e  
Mother 
Brother  T i l e  c o n t r .  
(1947.) 
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
1927 t o  D e t r o i t  Sister 
2nd Uncle 
Grandfather  
Bro the r  
Farm 1928 t o  N.Y.C.  C o n s t r u c t i o n  
Farm 1930's t o  D e t r o i t  
Farm 1948 t o  D e t r o i t  T i l e  s e t t e r  & 
Cons t r .  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  Farm 1951 i n  Canada & 
D e t r o i t  
C o n s t r u c t i o n  Cousins 
I I 
00 
I C e n t r a l  I t a l y  Mason & 1953 t o  D e t r o i t  
Farmer 
B r i c k l a y e r  
(10 years) 
F a t h e r  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  1954 t o  D e t r o i t  S t e e l  ( 2  y r s )  
Conk*.-*-- (6 y r s )  
Self  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  1955 t o  D e t r o i t  Br i ck laye r  Brother  
(11 y r s )  
Mother C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  
1955 t o  De t ro i t  
Market 1954 t o  Detroit 
Broker  
F a t h e r  Steel mill 
Bricklayer  , Self 
c r a n e  op. 
now Contr. 
C e n t r a l  I t a l y  1954 t o  De t ro i t  





6.2 L i f e  H i s t o r i e s  o f  C o n t r w t o r s  of I t a l i a n  Origin ( f r o n  quzstionncire r e sponses ) .  
B i r t h  Work Experience Outs ide  C o n s t r u c t i o n  Start  of Work Start of Work 
i n  C o n s t r u c t i o n  as Con t rac to r  
1912 Farming i n  S, Marino before imrnigra- 1948, age 36 
t i o n  
1913 1933 - ? i n  f a c t o r y  and sales - age ? 
20 
1960, age 48 
? 
1915 1938 - ? Rea l  E s t a t e  Broker - age  23 lgb? ? 
1916 ? 1948, age 32 
1919 1938-42 c l e r k  and b u t c h e r  i n  father's 1957, age 38, 1.958, age 39 
grocery; 1942-44 grocery manager; salesman of 
1944-1957 grocery owner b u i l d i n g  p r o d u c t s  
1931 machining s u p e r v i s o r  5 years, t o o l  
maker 7 y r s .  - mach in i s t  9 y r s . ,  
Ford Motor Company 2 yrs. 
N o w ,  age 40 
1935 1954, age 18, i n  s t e e l  f a c t o r y  (imm) 1956, age 20 ( B r l )  1962, age 26 
1938 1962, age 24, i n  
fa ther  I s  company 
1940 1963, age 23, supe rv i so r  a t  Ford 
1942 ? i n  family company 
1965, age 25, i n  




1965, age 18 (Brl) 1970, age 23 
1968, age 20, w i t h  
brother 
1964, age 14, i n  
f a m i l y  company 
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7. Analysis of Family H i s t o r i e s  
An at tempt  has been made t o  p re sen t  t he  above data, toge the r  
wi th  family h i s t o r y  and  immigration, i n  two graphic  tables, covering 
10 out  of 13 responses ,  
and on t h e  h o r i z o n t a l  t he  space i s  divided i n  i n t e r v a l s  corresponding 
t o  poss ib l e  work experiences,  fol lowing immigration. The f i rs t  
space i s  l a b e l l e d  I t a l y ,  and  i n d i c a t e s  t he  b i r t h p l a c e  of  respondents 
who immigrated i n  t he  United S t a t e s .  An e a r l i e r  vers ion  of t he  
graph included fami ly  work. However, there  seems t o  be no variation 
through time i n  t h a t  respec t ,  as most respondents come from an  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  background i n  I t a l y  . 
The graph has  time as the  v e r t i c a l  s c a l e ,  
7.1 Places  of O r i g i n :  Geographic D i s t r i b u t i o n  
The geographic d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  p laces  of o r i g i n  i s  heavi ly  
Five of those a r e  from the  depressed province of  Frosinone, 
weighted toward Cen t ra l  Italy, where 8 out  of 13 respondents come 
from. 
not far from Rome, and the  remaining t h r e e  are from San Marino o r  
i t s  v i c i n i t y .  (Note: t h i s  t i n y  " republ ic"  appears t o  be the  source 
of many cons t ruc t ion  workers and  c o n t r a c t o r s  not only i n  D e t r o i t  
but i n  Windsor, Ontar io  and Toronto, Ontario as well.) 
Two more respondents a r e  from S i c i l y  (both from t h e  Palermo 
province)  and one i s  from Caser ta ,  which he p laces  near  Rome 
(Cent ra l  I t a l y )  bu t  i s  a c t u a l l y  nearer  Naples, i n  t h e  South; i t  may 
be fairly l a b e l l e d  Center-South, and  i s  i n  a p o s i t i o n  f a i r l y  similar 
t o  that of Frosinone. 
The two remaining respondents have t h e i r  family r o o t s  i n  Northern 
Italy, i n  Piemonte and Ligur ia  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  
as t h e  Northwestern regions a r e  the  most advanced i n d u s t r i a l l y ,  bu t  
t h e i r  immigration goes back t o  t h e  beginning of t he  century,  and t h e  
p laces  of  o r i g i n  are not t h e  l a r g e  a c t i v e  c i t i e s  but minor v i l l a g e s ,  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  or - i n  t h e  case  of Rapol lo  - f i s h i n g  and r e so r t .  
family a c t i v i t y  i s  not i nd ica t ed  i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  case, but as they  
became r e s t a u r a n t  owners i n  D e t r o i t ,  we may expect them t o  have been 
involved w i t h  s e r v i c e  t r a d e s  t o  tourism - Rapollo was fash ionable  a t  
the  t u r n  of t h e  century  - r a t h e r  t h a n  fisherman.) 
This  may sound s t range ,  
(Note: 
7.2 Kinds of Work i n  I t a l y  
A s  noted earlier, t h e  principal kind of work in the place of 
o r i g i n  appears t o  be farming, I t a l y  was indeed a predominantly 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  country u n t i l  a f t e r  World War 11, and i t s  Mezzogiorno 
i s  s t i l l  today t h e  source o f  a rural-to-urban flow of migrants, 
pushed ou t  of t h e  countryside by t h e  b i r t h  r a t e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  and 
t h e  improved p roduc t iv i ty  - w i t h  less manpower - of  Italian a g r i c u l t u r e .  
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Beside t h e  Rapallo family - whose work we had t o  guess at - we 
have two cases of  cons t ruc t ion  and farming given together  as occupation. 
One respondent e x p l i c i t l y  indicates "mason and subs is tence  farmer 'I, 
a not  uncommon combination. 
occu ation. 
one 'mediatore", o r  market broker, is mentioned . This p a r t i c u l a r  
trade i s  obviously a t e r t i a r y  one s t r i c t l y  t i e d 4 0  a g r i c u l t u r e .  
Only one gives cons t ruc t ion  as the  family 
I n  another  case, herding i s  mentioned with farming, and 
8. Irnmiaration Flow 
The dates of immigration, shown in chrono log ica l  order, i n d i c a t e  
a flow quite c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  data on I talian immigra- 
tion t o  t h e  U . S .  and t o  D e t r o i t  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  
8.1 To t h e  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  
Out of about 45 ind iv idua l s  indicated i n  t h e  chronology, 25 
came t o  t h e  U.S. before 1920; 17 of them before 1910. Immigration t o  
t h e  United S t a t e s  from I t a l y  brought over 23.5 million between 1900 
and 1909, and 19.4 m i l l i o n  between 1910 and 1919. 
quoted i n  David Ward, "C i t i e s  and Immigrants", N.Y . Oxford University 
Press, 1971, i s  N. Carpenter,  "Immigrants and t h e i r  Ch i ld ren" ,  U .S .  
Bureau of t h e  Census Monograph No. 7, Washington, D.C. 1927, pp. 324- 
(Note: Source, 
325. ) 
8.2 To Detroi t ,  Michigan 
Immigration t o  D e t r o i t  was i n  n e a r l y  10 c a s e s  a second s tep ;  
5 o f  these  before 1930. 
before 1910, a n  a d d i t i o n a l  7 between 1911 and 1920, and 5 more between 
1921 and 1930. Figures on t h e  I talian immigration can be der ived 
with some approximation from data on D e t r o i t ' s  r e s i d e n t s  by country 
of last permanent residence, s u b t r a c t i n g  those of the  precedin census 
year. 
f o r  1920; 12,376 for 1930. 
T o t a l  immigration t o  D e t r o i t  shows 13 cases  
The r e s u l t i n g  balance appears t o  be 4,819 f o r  1910; 10, 8 31 
Although such a small sample can only dimly r e f l e c t  the  la rger  
populat ion of bu i ld ing  con t r ac to r s  of  Italian origin, it i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  
t o  note t h a t  t hey  do n o t  seem t o  be part of t h e  heav ie s t  stream 
drawn to D e t r o i t  - those who came i n  t h e  20's t o  work f o r  t h e  auto-  
mobile industry. T h i s  calls f o r  a c l o s e r  observat ion of t h e i r  work 
his tory i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  
9.  Occupational Mobil i ty  
Moving from an I t a l i a n  agricultural background, what kind of 
What steps were taken i n  a s s o c i a t i o n  with geographical  mobility? 
-12- 
occupations were t aken  i n  succession by ind iv idua l s  and f ami l i e s?  
These vary t o  a certain ex ten t  with technological changes through 
t ime. 
of  t h e  century; s o  i s  railroad work, w i t h  an a d d i t i o n a l  case who 
immigrated i n  1921 and r e t i r e d  i n  1969, 
For example, mining i s  mentioned twice, a t  t h e  beginning 
9.1 The Early GrouD: Fa thers  and Grandfathers 
Construction, s t a r t e d  by t h e  respondent ls  f a t h e r ,  and sometimes 
uncles too,  appears in 1903, 1911, 1925, 1928. In some cases t he  
family history i s  incomplete, and we may expect a t  least two more 
f a t h e r s ,  probably during t he  ' 40 ' s  , who became c o n t r a c t o r s  and have 
now t h e i r  sons i n  t he  bus iness ,  
Factory work - o f t e n  s p e c i f i e d  as steel, seldom as automobile - 
is  mentioned i n  t h e  case of 5 f a t h e r s :  
following a s t a y  in Pennsylvania, and a cons t ruc t ion  background i n  
I t a l y ,  t o  which he may have re turned .  
one of them f o r  3 y e a r s  only, 
There is one grandfa ther  a t  least working i n  a s tove  f ac to ry ,  
o t h e r s  are r e s t a u r a n t  owners o r  r a i l r o a d  and mine workers, 
9.2 The More Recent Group: Postwar Immigration 
The more r ecen t  group of immigrants - those who came a f t e r  t he  
war - o f t e n  inc ludes  the  respondents themselves .  Excluding a 
puzzling grandfather, who came t o  D e t r o i t  i n  t h e  ' 3 0 %  and whose grand- 
son born i n  I t a l y  i n  1950 star ts  work i n  1964 in D e t r o i t ,  apparently 
in t h e  f a m i l y ' s  c o n s t r u c t i o n  company, we have a dozen i n d i v i d u a l s ,  
a l l  coming t o  D e t r o i t  (a group o f  them by way of Canada) and for t h e  
great majority working i n  construction, One f a t h e r  i s  crane opera tor  
i n  a s tee l  mill, but soon follows h i s  f a t h e r  (a mason and subs is tance  
farmer i n  San Marino) and a f t e r  6 years i s  c o n t r a c t o r ,  
Bricklaying and t i l e  s e t t i n g  a re  mentioned, and the  trowel 
t r a d e s  are known as being r a t h e r  e thn ic  - almost exc lus ive ly  Italian 
f o r  t i l e  and marble, more I t a l i a n  now than English and S c o t t i s h  f o r  
b r i c k l a y i n g .  (See tables on Ethnicity.) 
10, Analysis of Respondents' life h i s t o r i e s  
A detailed observat ion o f  the  13 respondents, attempting t o  
uncover trends i n  their occupational history, and possibly compare 
them with t h e  larger D e t r o i t  area sample, has t o  be limited by the 
somewhat incomplete responses , 
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10.1 The Olde r  Group (age 40 and over )  
For t h e  o l d e r  group, we have some mixed work experiences before 
con t r ac t ing .  
c u l t u r e ,  and becomes t i l e  s e t t e r  u n t i l  1960. Another becomes b u i l d e r  
a t  32 (no i n d i c a t i o n  of previous work), and a t h i r d  one q u i t s  t he  
family grocery t o  s e l l  bu i ld ing  products,  and  two years later, a t  39, 
becomes c o n t r a c t o r .  Another starts now as sell-employed builder, 
aged 40, af ter  some 23 yea r s  of  f a c t o r y  work. 
One immigrates a t  36, having probably worked i n  a g r i -  
10.2 The Younger Groun (age under 40) 
Younger respondents - those under 40 - have o f t e n  joined t h e  
family company r i g h t  out  of school,  o r  while in it; a couple have 
worked two years  i n  f a c t o r i e s  ( s t e e l  and Ford r e s p e c t i v e l y ) ,  two 
had some 5-6 years  of work as b r i ck laye r s  before becoming c o n t r a c t o r s .  
These d i f f e r e n t  elements combine i n  various ways t o  form i nd iv idua l  
l i f e  histories, however, some common s t r a i n s  weave through them, 
and t h e  lower age of  t h i s  group a t  t h e  start  of cons t ruc t ion  work 
is remarkable. T h i s  seems due t o  t h e  concent ra t ion  of business  starts 
i n  the  more recent  y e a r s ,  
11. "Chain" Migration of Families -and Villages 
A s  a conclusion, t he  aggregate  migration p a t t e r n  of families 
may be noted - it appears  c l o s e l y  as a chain,  w i th  wives o f t e n  follow- 
i n g  husbands, brothers  and cousins  jo in ing  t h e  one who made t h e  move 
f irst .  
Chain" migration p a t t e r n s  o f t e n  appear i n  t h e  broader contex t  I f  
of v i l l a g e s ,  with f r i e n d s  as well as r e l a t i v e s  following a "first 
mover" and staying o f t e n  c l o s e  t o  him, i n  terms of work as well as 
residence. 
with d i s t i n c t  and o f t e n  sepa ra t e  nuc le i  t h a t  group and keep toge the r  
i nd iv idua l s  and f a m i l i e s  from t h e  same town o r  v i l l a g e ,  
This expla ins  t h e  I ta l ian p a t t e r n  of e t h n i c  concentrat ion,  
12. Analysis of Ques t ionnai re  Data on Employees : Geographic Origin 
Ques t ionnai re  data on employees may be used to observe t h e  ex ten t  
of t h i s  relation among I ta l ian con t r ac to r s  and t h e i r  fe l low country- 
men who are cons t ruc t ion  workers. 
information on t h e i r  I ta l ian employees, 8 i n d i c a t e  their geographic 
origin a s  being very near,  and i n  6 cases i d e n t i c a l ,  t o  their own. 
T h i s  is true even f o r  the  second and  t h i r d  generat ion,  Detroi t -born 
c o n t r a c t o r s .  Another respondent g ives  a n  imprecise answer, and t h e  
remaining one has employees from San Marino - he happens t o  be from 
Piemonte . 
Out of LO respondents who give  
13. PossTble Reasons. for IdentiCy in Places of Or ig in  
Two factors may be a t  work here. As most of t h e  c o n t r a c t o r s  
come from t h e  same region, we may expect t h e  bulk of migration t o  
be originated From there ,  given t h e  socio-economic condi t ions ,  as 
well as a "beaten p a t h "  o r  "Chain" migration f a c t o r .  
d i s t i n c t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  s ing le  village where workers come 
frotr!,as t h e  same of t h e  employers, may show t h a t  wi th in  t h e  broader 
stream from region t o  region t h e r e  a re  s p e c i f i c  lines, where an estab- 
l i s h e d  employer r ec ru i t s  men from his "old town", t o  come over and 
work f o r  him, Somewhat d i f f e r e n t l y ,  we may t h i n k  t h a t  workers them- 
selves, having decided to migrate, will seek a place where aomebody 
they know (more o r  less d i r e c t l y )  can be of valid help .  
However, t h e  
14. Historical Not on t h e  "Padroni"  
I n  t h i s  context ,  i t  is interesting t o  compare t h e  p re sen t  
s i t u a t i o n  i n  t h e  construct ion indus t ry  wi th  t h e  hard days when t h e  
padroni" exploited t h e i r  countrymen i n  railroad and cons t ruc t ion  
work - as t h e  o f t e n  i l l i t e r a t e  workers bel ieved  t o  be assisted by 
a fr iend,  following t h e  village t r a d i t i o n .  Later, with successive 
countrymen became more one of a s s i s t a n c e ,  against the  unscrupulous 
figures of former "padronir'. 
unions began to become organized. (Note: For an  extensive d e s c r i p t i o n  
and discussion, see I?  Urbanization, Ethnic  Groups, and Soc ia l  Segmen- 
tation", by John S. Macdonald and Leatr ice  D.  Macdonald, i n  Soc ia l  
Research, 29, No. 4 (Winter, 1962) 
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emancipation of the  11 new" arrivals, t h e  a t t i t u d e  toward fellow 
Work rules  and laws also changed, and 
15. S y n t h e s i s  of Questionnaire Data on Employees 
No. of employees of 
Italian O r i g i n  Now 
50 Terrassini (PA) 
18 San Marino 
5-20 D.K.  
10 Cassino 
(Frosinone) 
8 San Marino 
6 D.K, 
In 1 5 Sora ( F r o s i n o n e )  
ri 
4 Caserta ? @A) r 
3 San Marino 
2 San Marino 
I t a l y  
Sicily 
C e n t r a l  
C e n t r a l  
Central 
C e n t r a l  
...- 
Central 




P r o v i n c e  Employer's Kind of Work done in Italy In the U , S .  R.N., 
Few -- Most - Many Region I n  Origin 





Near C o n s t r  , Farm Factory 
-- Constr 





























Age Composition Work of' ex-employees Contractors  Returned R .N , 
Most Many Few Cons t r ,  Blue C .  White C ,  w/emp l o y e r  
30-50 20-30 Most Few Few 10 (Many) 
over 50 
30-5O-t 20-30 Most Many 
30-50 20-30 Most F e w  Few 3-4 ( F e w )  
over  50 
30-50 20-30 Few 
20-30 30-50 Most 4 (Many) 
30-50 Few None 
30-50 20-30 Most None 
30-50 1 
30-50 20-30 Most Few None 2 (Few) 













16. Comments on Age and Occupational Djstribution 
As t h i s  synthetic presentation of t h e  questionnaire responses 
indicates, there is a remarkable consistency in the characteristics 
of Italian construction workers. T h e i r  age distribution, with a 
couple of exceptions, is mainly in the groups over 30, the greatest 
majority stayed in construction, with eome cases of contractors more 
or less successful;  the work done in I t a l y  appears  fairly evenly 
s p l i t  between Farm and Construction (other choices were left open in 
the questionnaire), and this appears to be the main difference from 
the characteristics previously observed f o r  employers . 
17. Occupational Mobility Through Construction 
17.1 In I t a l y  
Given the wide gap in time between the workers' immigration 
(mostly quite recent) and t h a t  of contractors' families, t h e i r  work 
in Italy r e f l ec t s  the changed occupational structure in the  country 
of origin. It has been observed that in cer ta in  stages of economic 
development, construction work is often an occupational bridge for 
rural-to-urban migrants, as it provides  easy access even t o  unskilled 
people, and helps  them acquire  some basic urban s k i l l s  and experiences 
t h a t  enable them to move up t h e  occupational l adder  toward more 
rewarding industrial j o b s ,  
17.2 In the U S .  
This i s  c l ea r ly  not  t h e  case in the United States. The con- 
struction industry does not offer easy access to the unsk i l l ed ,  but 
it provides high rewards, and t h i s  explains the lack of further 
mol3ility of' construction workers - very few appear t o  have taken 
blue-collar jobs, even fewer moved t o  white-collar positions. 
The r e l a t ive  frequency of starts in contmzting indicate, 
however, an important avenue t o  mobility within t he  construction . 
industry. For entrepreneurs,  the ease of entry seems remarkably 
higher than in other fields, as capital requirements are limited, 
and recurrent booms can e a s i l y  provide work f o r  everyone. 
. 
18, Geographic Distribution of Employees' residences 
18.1 Limitations of Responses 
Very few respondents i n d i c a t e d  on the maps attached t o  the 
questionnaire the areas of residence of' their employees. Those who 
did sometimes confused the check mark, to be used f o r  present resi- 
dences, with  t h e  cross that was supposed t o  indicate the residences 
-18- I 1 
in 1960. 
i n d i c a t i n g  stability . Some, however, seemed to follow the  Italian 
h a b i t  of checking w i t h  a cross, and t h e  maps that summarize responses 
j u s t  reproduce them, without attempting t o  I n t e r p r e t  the time dimen- 
sion 
I n  many cases, both  marks were put i n  t he  same places, 
18.2 Resulting Pa t te rn  
Along t h e  spatial dimension, however, t h e r e  i s  a rernarkab3e 
consistency. The E a s t  s ide  seems highly  favored, both i n  the city 
and t h e  suburbs, and t h e  few i n d i c a t i o n s  of West side residences 
came mostly from employers with o f f i c e s  i n  those areas  (Bayside, 
West Eight Mile, James Couzens). 
18.3 Possible E'mlanation 
It may be hypothesized t h a t  areas of e t h n i c  concent ra t ion  contain 
t h e  homes of the workers more often t h a n  t h e  o f f i c e s  of  t h e  employers, 
because of t h e  geographic s e p a r a t i o n  of d i f f e r e n t  func t ions  and 
social classes, In t h e  case of construction, t h i s  may happen less, 
as many 
u n t i l  r ecen t ly ,  and even go back t o  it. 
r t  o f f i c e s "  a r e  a t  home and entrepreneurs  may have been workers 
19. Comments by Remondents 
To conclude the case study, i t  may be useful t o  quote the  few 
comments added by respondents a t  t h e  end of t he  questionnaire. 
19.1 Concerning Employees and Ways to Contact Workers 
One (and poss ib ly  many non-respondents) bel ieved t h a t  the 
questionnaire does no t  apply  t o  him. 
and genera l ly  there are  all nationalities represented,  more o f t e n  
Americans. Indeed, speaking of employees f o r  construction we indicate 
a Ear more changing r e l a t i o n s h i p  than  i n  most industries. 
of workers s t a b l y  employed by one firm i s  usua l ly  q u i t e  small, 
He h i res  labor  as he needs it, 
The core 
Along the skeptical l i n e ,  t he re  i s  a p r a c t i c a l  suggest ion.  A 
man who does no t  q u i t e  understand what t h e  research is t r y i n g  to 
find out, says t h a t  i t  seems more he lp fu l  t o  question t h e  individuals 
working in construction at present .  
unions of various trades and from t h e i r  membership l i s t  select those 
with Italian names . 
To do t h i s ,  one can check wi th  
Local unions were indeed contacted for the research.. Membership 
l ists  were never asked, but  it i s  doubtful  that con tac t s  w i t h  workers, 
even when possible, would have e l i c i t e d  many complete responses. The 
educa t iona l  l e v e l  appears  q u i t e  low, frotn s t a t i s t i c a l  findings 
and personal  communications, and the  language may c o n s t i t u t e  an 
additional b a r r i e r  ( p o s s i b l y ,  a b i - l i n g u a l  mini-questionnaire could 
be devised, i f  t h e  r e sea rch  is t o  go f u r t h e r ) .  
19.2 Concerning t h e  Content of  t h e ,  Questionnaire 
An unexpectedly exper t  c r i t i c  of  t he  s o c i o l o g i c a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
stated h i s  surpr ise  f o r  m y  "non- in te res t"  i n  t he  amount of educat ion 
of anyone. 
put me i n  contac t  with her  r e l a t i v e s  said t h a t ,  besides  being income 
tax season, w i t h  all of those  forins t o  f i l l  out ,  a n '  additional 
obstacle t o  c i r c u l a t i n g  m y  ques t ionnai re  among Italian cont rac tors  
was t h e i r  being h a r d l y  a b l e  t o  s i g n  t h e i r  name. If this is o f t e n  
t h e  case,  a d d i t i o n a l  quest ions on education would make t h e  whole 
thing more d i f f i c u l t  and embarrassing. 
Actual ly ,  a graduate  s tudent  a t  Wayne who ob l ig ing ly  
The same c r i t i c  also wri t e s :  "I am courious ( s i c )  t o  know what 
t h e  ob jec t ives  of t h e  survy ( s i c )  are and  the  r e s u l t s " .  
impression would be t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no c o r r e l a t i o n  between Rome and 
D e t r o i t .  He i s  a n  expe r t .  
H i s  f irst  
-
Another writes: I I  Sorry  I cm-Pt h e l p  you f u r t h e r  but  I ' v e  j u s t  
graduated from col lege  and  do not have t h e  experience.  
I ' m  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  how your study t u r n s  out ,  and  wish you luck i n  
reaching your goals, I'm sure you'll be s a t i s f i e d  with yourself a f t e r  
a l l  t h e  work your ( s i c )  putbing i n t o  i t . "  
ment.  
However 
Sounds like an encourage- 
20. Summary and Conclusions ----- 
The t o t a l  p i c t u r e  presented by t h e  responses  of 13 con t rac to r s  
We can of Italian o r i g i n  has :, num3er ol" f a i r l y  c o n s i s t e n t  t ra i ts .  
assume t h a t  they a r e  n o t  at g r e a t  vmiance  w i t h  t h e  r e a l i t y  of t h e  
larger populat ion of Italian conkractors  i n  t h e  D e t r o i t  a r e a .  
Geographically, c o n t r z c t o r s  a n d  employees tend t o  follow the  
p a t t e r n  of  e t h n i c  concent ra t ion ,  b u t  m r e  markedly on t h e  East than 
on t h e  West s i d e .  Suburbszizat ion has  been along the  same l i nes  o f  
separation, and appears more widcsprea.d among c o n t r a c t o r s  . 
a r e  mostly in t he  Harper WooCs, E ? s t  De t ro i t ,  Rosevi l le ,  St. C l a i r  
Shores area - assuming t h a t  t h e  very few responses a r e  r ep resen ta t ive .  
Employees 
H i s t o r i c a l l y ,  t h e  migra t ion  of  I t a l i m  families took place at 
t h e  beginning of t h i s  cen tu ry ,  o f t e n  s e t t l i n g  on t h e  East Coast and 
moving later t o  D e t r o i t , ,  Rai l road,  mining, and  f a c t o r y  work was 
taken up by former farmers, coming mostly from Cent ra l  and Southern 
I t a l y .  
-20- 
Const ruc t ion  work was mostly undertaken by respondents  l fathers, 
e i the r  as f i rs t  occupat ion i n  America or  as a second s t e p  - i n  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  c a r e e r  o r  i n  t h e  g e n e r a t i o n a l  sequence. 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  work i n c r e a s e s  i n  more receli t  times, invo lv ing  respon- 
d e n t s  and t h e i r  s i b l i n g s .  
The frequency of  
Employees tend t o  come from the  s@me p l a c e s  as c o n t r a c t o r s  L 
mostly C e n t r a l  Italy, and e s p e c i a l l y  San Marino. They have often - 
worked i n  Italy i n  c o n s t r u c t i o n  . 
r e f l ec t s  t h e  change i n  I t a l i a n  occupat iona l  s t r u c t u r e  af ter  the  War. 
T h e i r  co re  recent  immigration 
Both respondents  and employees show f r equen t  cases of cons t ruc-  
tion work preceding  - and sometimes fo l lowing  - c o n t r a c t i n g  a c t i v i t y .  
Excluding t h e  youngest respondents ,  who o f t e n  e n t e r  a family bus iness ,  
t h e  age of c o n t r a c t o r s  i s  between 30 and 50 a t  t h e  s ta r t .  
class i s  a l s o  f r equen t  among employees. 
T h i s  age 
A s  t he  purpose of  t h i s  s tudy  was t o  compare D e t r o i t  with Rome, 
and i n  g e n e r a l  I t a l y  and t h e  United S t a t e s ,  we can Eake a few obser- 
v a t i o n s  from t h e s e  results. 
f r e q u e n t  among I t a l i a n  c o n s t r u c t i o n  workers i n  b o t h  c o u n t r i e s ;  bu t  
t h e  subsequent occupat iona l  mob i l i t y  i s  d i f f e r e n t .  
First ,  a g r i c u l t u r a l  background is 
I n  I t a l y ,  c o n s t r u c t i o n  i s  a n  in t e rmed ia t e  s tep toward bet te r  
jobs, l i k e  manufacturing i n  i n d u s t r i a l  areas, va r ious  s e r v i c e s  i n  
c i t i e s  l i k e  Rome. 
and of t h e  i n d u s t r y  make c o n s t r u c t i o n  work a d e s i r a b l e  occupation, 
where i t  i s  easy t o  become a self-employed en t r ep reneur .  I n  many 
cases, c o n s t r u c t i o n  was reached a f t e r  jobs i n  manufacturing o r  
services; sometimes, be fo re  th.zt, mining and r a i l r o a d .  
I n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  unions 
The importance of I t a l i a n s ,  as an  e t h n i c  group, i n  b u i l d i n g  
trades and among c o n t r a c t o r s  m y  be seen i n  a h i s t o r i c a l  and cultural 
con tex t ,  sometimes p a r a l l e l  t o  t h a t  of o t h e r  groups. 
Cons t ruc t ion  work, following a g r i c u l t u r a l  work o r  even mixed 
with it, is very common i n  I t a l y .  Kasonry predaminates,  and many 
workers are engaged i n  t rowe l  trades,  mostly a t  t h e  lower s k i l l  
levels. E s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a c t i v i t y  was highly  
labor i n t e n s i v e ,  and hardly mechanized o r  " i n d u s t r i a l " .  Open-air 
work i n  t h e  f i e l d s .  
f o r  c o n s t r u c t i o n  work, e s p e c i a l l y  l a b o r  and t rowel  t r a d e s .  
Hence I t a l i a n s  have a t r a d i t i o n  and  p re fe rence  
The e a r l y  I t a l i a n  immigrants were engaged i n  r a i l r o a d  and 
The e a r l y  
c o n s t r u c t i o n  work; gangs were brought over  by middlemen, and groups 
from t h e  same place o f t e n  came and worked t o g e t h e r .  
e x p l o i t a t i o n  by t h e  "padroni"  was counterac ted  by t h e  formation of 
e t h n i c  l abor  unions " in  semi-sk i l led  and u n s k i l l e d  occupat ions such 
as c o n s t r u c t i o n  l abor ing ,  mining, s t o n e c u t t i n g ,  and b r i ck lay ing" .  
(Note: John S. and L e a t r i c e  D.  Macdonald, "Urbanization, E thn ic  
Groups and S o c i a l  Segmentation", i n  S o c i a l  Research 29 No. 4, 1962) 
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Serial, o r  cha in  migration from the  same towns, mutual help  
among r e l a t i v e s  and f r i e n d s ,  t h e  e a r l y  es tabl ishment  of some I t a l i a n  
con t r ac t ing  firms, and t h e  time of l abor  and t r a d e  union developments, 
a f t e r  t h e  g r e a t  wave o f  I t a l i a n  immigration, seem t o  work toge ther  
i n  s e t t i n g  the  s t a g e  f o r  e thn ic  dominance i n  some kinds of con- 
struction work, T h i s  may change over time, i f  a f f luence  and increased 
educat ion of new genera t ions  make them p r e f e r  whi te -co l la r  jobs , 
(Note: One such case ,  from t he  East Coast, s a i d  that h i s  father 
was disappointed,  because he had never worked f o r  a boss i n  his 
l i f e ,  The son% p o s i t i o n  i n  a l a r g e  corpora t ion  seemed t o  be no 
b e t t e r  .) 
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Sample of Addresses of Contractors  of I t a l i a n  Origin 
East Side - Suburbs and Det ro i t  
37436 E ,  Elmont  
S t e r l i n g  Heights, Mich. 48077 
13646 Eas  twood 
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48205 
2582 Otter 
Warren, Mich. 48092 
24879 Masch 
Marren, Mich. 48091 
29257 Schoenherr 
Warren, Mich. 48093 
3000 Ten Mile Road 
Warren, Mich. 48091 
13456 Hazelridge 
De t ro i t ,  Mich, 48205 
10901 Harper 
Detroi t  Mich-. 48213 
11141 Harper 
Det ro i t ,  Mich. 48213 
12345 E l m d a l e  
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48213 
28273 Groesbeck H i  hway 
Roseville, Mich. 4 8 066 
26829 Parkington 78860 Dwyer 
Rosevi l le ,  Mich. 48066 
5301 Audubon 
Detroit, Mich. 48224 
De t ro i t ,  Mich. -48234 
28721 Utica 
Roseville, Mich. 48066 
15290 Ego 
E a s t  De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48021 
13271 St, Louis 
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 
15921 East Eight  Mile 
Detroit, Mich. 48021 
18566 Eastwood 
Harper Woods, Mich. 
Sample of  Addresses of Contractors of Italian Origin 
West Side - Suburbs and D e t r o i t  
31716 West Eight Mile 
Farmington, Mich. 48024 
11 399 Woodbine 
D e t r o i t ,  Mich. 48239 
29934 West Eight  Mile 
Farmington, Mich. 48024 
6345 Lyndon 
D e t r o i t ,  Mich. 48238 
13971 H i l l c r e s t  
Livonia, Mich . 48154 
30105 West E i g h t  Mile 
Livonia, Mic h . 48152 
24801 Five Mile Road 
Redford, Mich. 48239 
7525 Sc haef er  
Dearborn, Mich . 48126 
10826 West Warren 
Dearborn, Mic h . 
8501 Brandt 
Dearborn, Mic h . 48126 
19110 Allen Road 
Melvindale, Mfch. 48122 
6525 Shenandoah 
Allen Park, Mich. 
24555 Melody Lane 
Taylor, Mich. 48180 
30370 Leemoor 
Birmingham, Mich, 48010 
28792 Sunset 
Lathrup Village , Mich. 
92131 Greenfield Road 
Southf ie ld ,  Mich. 
P.O. Box 166 
Southf ie ld ,  Mich. 48075 
24745 Kinse l  
Southf ie ld ,  Mich. 48075 
18435 James Couzens 
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48235 
17741 P i l g r i m  
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48227 
19939 Livernois  
De t ro i t ,  Mich. 48221 
248 S. Bayside 
Detroit, Mich. 48217 
5458 15th  Street  
D e t r o i t ,  Mich. 48208 
17520 West 12 Mile Road 
Southf ie ld ,  Mich. -48075 
COMPARATIVE STUDY OF GEOGRAPHICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL 
IN ROME, ITALY AND DETROIT, MICHIGAN 
MOBILITY OF ITALIANS ACTIVE IN THE CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY 
( A l l  responses w i l l  be kept  i n  s t r i c t e s t  c o n f i d e n c e )  
Please complete the fo l lowing  wi th  as much information as you have: 




2.  What kind of work did they do there? 
3 .  (a) Who, i n  your family,  came first t o  America? When and Where? 
Re la t ionsh ip  (e .g . )  uncle ,  Year Place of 
&randfa ther ,  e t c .  ) Immigration 
10 
2. 
(b) Who came after? When? Where? 





4. For each of these, would you know t h e  places of residence and 
t h e  kinds of work (wi th  years )  they had in the United States? 
1 
Re la t i ve Dates Place Work 
About yourse l f :  
5. (a) Place of b i r t h :  
Date of b i r t h :  
(b) Please l i s t  the main places of residence and k i n d s  of  work 
(with years) t h a t  you had up t o  now: 
6 .  Have you any employees working in c o n s t r u c t i o n  who are of 
I ta l ian origin? 
Yes No 
If  yes, about how many? 
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FEW MANY MOST 
(Under 20%) (20% t o  50s)  (Over 50%) 
i I 
7 .  
Farm work 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  work 




$her ( s p e c i f y ) :  
Where are t h e y  from? 





Fac- t ory. 
Other (Spec i fy)  : 
- .  
(Don t know ) 
~---P 
FJhat kinds of work d i d  they  do in I t a l y ?  
Don ' t Know : 
( c )  What kinds of work, o t h e r  than construct ion,  have t h e y  done i n  t h e  United States? 
Don t Know: 
( d )  Where do they l i v e  now? (Mark w i t h  a ,/ on t h e  attached 
mags 1 Don t Know: 
( e )  Where did they l i v e  LO years ago (about sg60)? 
the. maps w i t h  an X) 
(Mark on 







Under 20 years o l d  
20 t o  30 years old 
30 t o  50 years old 
, 
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I V  Y MOS'I' 
20% t o  50%) (over  50%) 
FEM 
(under  20%) 
(b) Mas this age composition about the same 10 years ago 
(about 1960) o r  d i f f e r e n t ?  
MANY MOST 
(2096 t o  50%) (over 50%) 
r 
Same Dif fe ren t  
( c )  If d i f f e r e n t ,  how? 
9 .  (a) Have any of your former employees become cons t ruc t ian  
cont rac tors?  
None Few Many Most 
About how many? 
Don t know . 
(b) What kinds of work d i d  your o the r  former employees go into? 
'Stayed i n  
cons t ruc t ion  work 
Went t o  work 
i n  f ac to r i e s  
Went t o  work i n  
s tores  and o f f i ces  
_ _ ~ -  
Other ( spec i fy ) :  
- .  
Donl. t  know 
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Thank you very much f o r  t a k i n g  t h e  time t o  complete t h i s  
questionnaire. The same q u e s t i o n s  will be asked of o t h e r  con- 
tractors of I t a l i a n  o r i g i n ,  It would be very useful to know 
your opinion on the questions. 
Do you think o t h e r  people will f i n d  any of t h e  q u e s t i o n s  
d i f f i c u l t  t o  answer? 
Yes NO 
If yes,  please i n d i c a t e  t h e  ques t ions  by t h e i r  numbers; 
* -  
Do you t h i n k  people w i l l  f i n d  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  takes t o o  
long to answer? 
Yes No . 
Do you have any comments o r  r e a c t i o n s  t o  t h e  questionnaire 
(please f e e l  f ree  t o  write a n y t h i n g  you t h i n k  i m p o r t a n t ) ?  
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